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The court possesses authority to unseal records that have been sealed, and may exercise that authority in unusual and exceptional 


cases.” Where court records have been properly sealed, they are subject to being reopened upon a showing of good cause.” 
However, where the records have been sealed before trial, the records may become publicly accessible absent a showing of 


good cause as to why they should be kept secret.’ 


When analyzing a motion to unseal court records in a criminal case, a trial court is required to consider whether any less 


restrictive means to continued sealing are available, such as redaction.” 


CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 
Cases: 


Plaintiffs’ motion for preliminary injunction, to require defendant vehicle manufacturer to notify proposed class of alleged risks 
presented by its vehicles, was more than tangentially related to the merits, and thus, manufacturer had to show compelling 
reasons for overcoming the strong presumption in favor of access to court records, on motion to intervene and to unseal, filed 
by safety advocacy organization and seeking to unseal documents attached to parties' memorandums supporting or opposing 
plaintiffs' motion for preliminary injunction, which documents the parties had designated as "confidential" pursuant to stipulated 
protective order for discovery; in the complaint, plaintiffs were seeking, in addition to damages, injunctive relief, including an 
order requiring manufacturer to adequately disclose and repair the vehicle defect. Fed.Rules Civ.Proc.Rule 26(c), 28 U.S.C.A. 
Center for Auto Safety v. Chrysler Group, LLC, 809 F.3d 1092 (9th Cir. 2016). 
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Multi-level marketing company's interest in identity of anonymous Internet blogger did not weigh in favor of unsealing judicial 
records so as to reveal blogger's identity, following judgment against blogger in company's copyright-infringement lawsuit, 
where blogger had willingly participated in the litigation and complied with all relief ordered, and there was no need to monitor 
compliance with the judgment because blogger had already complied in full with the judgment and company was not granted 
permanent injunction. Signature Management Team, LLC v. Doe, 323 F. Supp. 3d 954 (E.D. Mich. 2018). 


Former client failed to meet his burden of showing in law firm's action to collect fees that unsealing client's divorce decree 
would become a vehicle for improper purposes, or would be used to gratify private spite or promote public scandal through 
the publication of details of a divorce case, and thus there was no basis for keeping divorce court records sealed in light of 
public's strong interest in accessing public documents. Waite, Schneider, Bayless & Chesley Co., L.P.A. v. Davis, 114 F. Supp. 
3d 546 (S.D. Ohio 2015). 


Sealing was unwarranted for testimony or exhibits pertaining to sexually related conduct in female middle school students’ § 
1983 action against school district, alleging violation of Due Process Clause, for the deprivation of their rights of personal safety, 
security, and bodily integrity in connection with allegations of male former teacher's sexually abusive contact, notwithstanding 
compelling interest in safeguarding a child's well-being and avoiding deterrent effect on other individuals from pursuing 
meritorious claims; students failed to explain why it was necessary to take extraordinary step of sealing all materials related to 
sexually related conduct at center of dispute, in addition to nondisclosure of victims names, public deserved to know that school 
district was not a haven for sexual abuse if school district were to prevail in defense, and public interest in accessing judicial 
records would be compelling should students have succeeded. U.S. Const. Amend. 14; 42 U.S.C.A. § 1983. Doe v. Beaumont 
Independent School District, 615 F. Supp. 3d 471, 118 Fed. R. Evid. Serv. 1754, 113 Fed. R. Serv. 3d 97 (E.D. Tex. 2022). 


If a person or entity wishes to see the records of a particular show cause hearing or a particular subset of show cause hearings 
where no criminal complaint issued, it will have to specifically request those records. Mass. Gen. Laws Ann. ch. 218, § 35A. 
Boston Globe Media Partners, LLC v. Chief Justice of Trial Court, 130 N.E.3d 742 (Mass. 2019). 


Father, who had served as guardian for his minor child when chancery court approved a personal injury settlement agreement 
for that minor child, was entitled to a copy of the sealed settlement documents after he had been removed as guardian, where 
father had actually participated in the settlement and had access to the documents, and thus no interest in privacy could be 
served by keeping the documents from him. Ewing v. Neese, 199 So. 3d 681 (Miss. 2016). 


The interest of justice ground as exception to the general bar on disclosure of sealed records does not permit the prosecutor 
access to sealed records for sentencing purposes in another matter. N.Y. CPL § 160.50(1)(d)(ii). People v. Anonymous, 34 
N.Y.3d 631, 145 N.E.3d 924 (2020). 


City's sealed subpoenaed documents associated with Commonwealth's sealed motion to revoke bail and motion to preclude 
various defenses were not precluded from being unsealed in pending murder prosecution, pursuant to newspaper publishers' 
request, as judicial records subject to open-courts doctrine, despite Commonwealth's purported improper unilateral unsealing 
of documents by attaching them as exhibits to its motions; no litigant could unseal, unilaterally or not, a sealed judicial record, 
Commonwealth made its motions under seal, and Commonwealth consistently argued that the city's documents should remain 
sealed. U.S. Const. Amend. 1; Va. Const. art. 1, § 12; Va. Code Ann. § 17.1-208. Daily Press, LLC v. Commonwealth, 878 
S.E.2d 390 (Va. 2022). 
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